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According to the diſcovery it hath ads of it ſelf 
in their great Prophet, & Patriarch GEORGE 
FOX, in his Book Titled , The great Myſtery 
the great Whore, &c. 

Beloved fhends, 


Have of long time with much grief and ſorrow of heart 
beheld and confidered your perſons and principles = 
whilſt ſor of you excell in many 


I 


m themſelves good and laudable, 
ſtances wherein you (ſtand , and 
-Dottrines render your ſelves very 


COS I am ready to acknowled 
a great deal of and moderation in 


meat, drink, a and other pleaſures and or- 
aſe mc but I 8 Inſobriety , pride and Arro- 


Ties os vain d | booth — 


you free ee you rept = 
on 
5 and taking op aher 


(2) 
have put away malice , envy and hatred: but where ſhall 
we find more bitrerneſs,'reviling and reproachful ſpeeches 
than in your writings and diſcourſes ? You love the Bro- 
thethqod well ad are Kind toward them: but you diſown 
and cohdemn all, how vertuous and devont foever, if in 
theſe times of the ſhini of your light, they ſubject not 
themſelves to the obe N ux conduct. You talk much of 
Chriſt the light: — ſeem at leaſt to deny his perſon, 
Your aſſections are much on things in Heaven within you : 
but not on things above, where Chriſt fitteth on the right 
hand of God. You are much to be commended for your 
courage and patience : but highly to be diſcommended for 
your luperltition and groſs ignorance , whereby you ex- 
poſe your ſelves in great part tothoſe labours and hard- 
thips you undergo. Thus I could in many particulars ſet 
your vices and defects againſt, your vertues and attain- 
ments e but it is not my deſign at this time to take a full 
view of you. And indeed I have found it very fruitleſs to 
deal wich you by way of reaſon and Scripture 3 for your 
leading men have ſo ordered the matter, that you will not 
give eat to the moſt demon&rative arguments that are & 
gainſt you 3 and you accept of the weakeſt reaſon imagi 
able our tide. And the reaſon is evident; for -whul'ft 
you look upon your ſelves as lead by an infallible ſpirit, 
(though it be indeed nothing but the fancy of George Fox, 
or ſome other of your Teachers) you muſt needs reject the 
| cleareſt light that God hat given to men or Angels, when it 
oppoles your ſentiments. And you are ready with your 
an wers of This is the wiſdemw of world ; This is natwr« 
underſtanding that knows not the things of God; the know- 
ledge from the letter or tradition , and the like. If we will 
not be put off ſo, but tell you, we by your own confe(ſion 
; have the light within as well as pon, amd that light tells ws. thus 
and thus contraty to what you Vert: O then you toll 50 
* alas 


(3) 

elas | you have the I; 12 — — 
rot gm ſopliin language, you are ſtill in the cuſtomes 

of t 97775 11 therefore you are 

not lo. heede . Thus you proveiygut ſelves to be in the 

truth, and us to be in exrour, not by divine reaſon aud holy 

Scripture, buthy the high opiniog.yeu have of your ſelves, 


our low opinion a tiers. „ 
Jil nat therefore den deal uh pen to mech Ey-argu- 
ments drawn ſcam reaſon qr Seripture, and depending 
purely upon the under ſtandiag aod wind ; but by ſuch ar- 
gutnents whoſe evidence depends moſtly. upon the out ward 
ſenſes. And though y ou will not allow us to judge 
whether a mental propalutias be true or falſe, ſence or non- 
lence 5 yet you will you deny us capable of determining 
concerning matters of fact, that are before our eyes. That 
is to {ay it you will but allow. us competent witneſſes to 
rave 15-4 e Fox kill d a man, ſuppoſing we have ſeen 
im at noon day thruſt him through the heart with a ſword; 
or, F not that, you will grant that we can read Ebgliſh or 
Greck , that is, not underſtand Engliſh or Greek, but 
kgow A. from, B. and ſound them when we find them toge - 
ther A B. aud kyow that A B. is not Co, and the like: 
upon theſe conceflions, we will undertake to prove that 
. George, Fox is a falle Prophet, a liar or Impoſtor. But if 
you will not allow us competent witneſſes againſt George 
in matters of reaſon-orfeale , then we beg but 
this lavour of you that you will pleaſe to believe your u 
eyes and if you will not do that, I hope you will excuſe 
_ ever believing any thing that y ou ſay or affirm, and 
| N or writing to you any mote. But as 
thaſe of you. that have in the ſimplicity of their hearts 
by good words and fair appearances been indutcd to walk 
LS La path, (for to ſuch chiefly do Laddreismy ſelf) I 
make no queſtion but they will NG. ME" 
| | or 


* = 
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FF 
to their own con- 


ſciences ſome ing account why they take Ge 
for a true P , and his Doctrine for infallible as 
tends it is : but it will be impoſlible for them to give them- 
ſelves any ſuch account againſt the evidence of their ſenſes, 
As for thoſe of you that are much affected with, and have 
a good ſhare in the glory and honeur which acerue unto 
them from this way of knowiop all things, and be- 
ing better than all other men, I may ſay of you as Abra- 


ham tothe rich man, weither will they be perſwaded, though - 


owe roſe from the dead, 


But it is time for me now to begin to make good what I' 


have undertaken, to witt, To to ſenſes that 
George Fox (ho is not only a great Patriarch, but alſo in 
higheſt eſteem among you) is a falſe Prophet, liar or Im- 
poſtor. And thus | go about it. If George Fox in matters 
of concernment not only to mens bodies apd eſtates but 
alſo to their fouls and eternal eſtates, aſtirm that to be gue 


which to your own eyes is manifeſtly falſe, or that to be 


falſe which is true, then he is what I have ſaid : But G. F. 
doth ſo oftener than once, twice or thrice. Again, if G. F. 
doth bely not an ordinary perſon, a mortal man or Prince, 


but God our Lord Jeſus and the Holy Ghoſt , 
then he i mw — loreover, if he deal thus 
not oaly through tloth or pride or carcleſneſs, but alſy 


ly 
through deſign and then he is an Impoſtor with 
a dei. Laſtly ,if he doth that which be judges and con- 
demns-1n others, and much more than that, then he is 


much more guilty of that condemeation. ore thou 
art inexccuſable , O man, whoſorver tho art that 3 fo 

wherein ibus judgeſt another , thou condemneſt thy ſelf ," for 
thouthat judgeft da the ſame things. Rom. 2.1. 4) 


I ſuppoſe you will not require it of me to bring proof 
that Grorge Fox proſeſſeth himſelf and is cſteem'd by you 


* + for 


e Fox 


= 7 
nnr inter! Ire 
— . — —— MP ae "Nay 
— pudetual is he ih che citi pf Sevipcte that fo 


2:5 i yen th See: 198, es c wo 


e LET, EDIT wo 


wiſe ut thus turn. No for de- 
fective e e p. 75. and 29. They are both tothe 
ſame purpoſe. He cher the Prieſts ſaying, 4nd the Holy 
Seropture ts able to meu wiſe nts ſalvation. He anſwers 
amo Capt Dyrag4 ever the miniſters of Neweafile 
\that the Seriptures tre able to make men wiſe wnth 
Lui and legve ont faith." It is to be dcknowledged a 
deſective citation: but in che mean time (that I may note 
it by the way) neither doch the putting in of pete 
full”, . he add alſo .whieb u in Obri p eſu. 13 
2 Tim. 3. 15.) For there may be faith Luc! — 1 
Chriſt; hence Chtiſt ſaith, ( Job. 14. 1.) Te believe in G 
believe alſo in me. But George did not care for that: 
Again, under the head of Seripturer corrupted by the Tan. 
tors he re Rom. l. 9 5 here Inthy Groth La 


ONS dy he) it — . 1222 Gentiler.) i wich 


”, erin oe? 

. 

cor in Hor. G. e 

them that are perfect, inthe Greek (ſaith he) it is , e 

that a pops wii, And yet -s ' whether 
E 


that is g „ chough it is good Greek. He might 


have — 1 e ſuch a — 2 but ye 


whom nothing is more Tammon 
— . Cella 5 e eee 
1 . the —— Hr ta or 13> ob ihem des 


Fend 
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upon the rendring of this particle / in. But this ob- 
—— to the credit of their beloved Doctrine 
of 'The light within. Once more for the credit of right 
citing Scripture. In p. 64. he corrects his Adverſary, for 
not ſpeakiog proper like Scripture. And (faith he) there 
is aproof to thee that the Quakers are ſent of God, who ſpeak 
to thee of the Scriptures right as they are. I hope then he 
will give us leave to conclude, they are not ſent of God, 
if it be apparent they do other wiſe. 


And now tothe trial. 1. The firſt Scripture which I ſhall | 


iech upon as miſrecited, (in his la red and 
— 40 ſhall be that in Job. 1. 888 
of all his Doctrine, which he repeats to nauſeating, often 
times Thrice, ſometimes Four times in one paragraph. 
Thrice he has it or a great part of it in 8. lines p. 21, And 
he cites it almoſt as often wrong as right. The Scripture 
runs thus in our Tranſlation - That was the true light which 
lighteth every man that cometh into the world. In the Greek 
it is coming; (not that cometh) and ſoit may refer to light as 
well as to wan but George Fox p. 9. hath it thus: And 
John ſaid, Every man that cometh into the world is enlightned. 
Andp.10. which every man that cometh inta the world bei 
enlightned, that through it he might believe. And p. 24. whic 
every man that cometh into the world is enlightned withal. 
See alſo p. 11.15. with 20.9r g wor, But now has he 
obſerved that in others? may 


ich he requires 
there be no difference between lighteth and enlightneth? and 


muſt every man of neceſlity be enlightzed, becauſe the 
light lig bett him ? If there were no difference, yet he is 
faulty ing to his ownlaw , for he has changed both 
the and the tenſe or time. But there is great 
nee in that caſe; for example in another word, 


Rom. u. 4. nen knowing that the goodneſs of God leadeth 


: 


thee to repentance : but we cannot ſay that 3 ' 


. + 
22 
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of whom the Apoſtle ſpeaks, are led to repentance, for 
God is ſaid ſometimes to do that, which is not effected, 
becauſe he doth all that is fit on his part for the effecting it. 
So our Lord Chriſt ſaith A7 5. 15. Neither do wen light a 
candle, and put it under a buſhel, but on & candleſtick : and it 
giveth light to all that are in the houſe, And yet it a man 
ſhut his eyes or have very ſore eyes he ſhall not be enlight- 

ned. See alſo Luk. 11. 33, and 36. | 
2. The next ſhall be the 7 verſe of the ſameJob.1.which 
he has relation to in p.13. (or elſe I know not where to find 
it) where he anſwers thus: Contrary to John's doctris and 
Chriſt's, who ſaith , "The light that doth enlighten every man 
that cometh into the world , is the true light, that men through 
the light might believe; and in p. 10. cited but now, het 
through it he might believe 3 notwithſtanding if you take the 
aias to read it, you will find it thus: that all wen through 
im wight believe ; and read that and the former verſe, and 
you will perceive that him refers to Jobs Baptiſt ard not to 
the light, as George Fox would haveit. So that he doth, not 
only change the word, but brings in\thereby a divers Teace 
of his own. See p.28, and many other places. | 
3. The Third ſhall be that in 2 Cor. 4. 6; which he cites 
aImoſt asoft as that of Joh. 1.9. but ſeldom right as it is, bur 
thus or the like 5. 1 1. Anſ. hen os Paul ſaid, that the light 
which ſhined in their he knowledge of the glory. 
of God in the face of Tofu Chrift. If it be non-ſence I can- 
not help it. p. a i. he faith — which was the of the true 
Fu a to bring people to the light within, that ſhined i their 
hearts, to give, &c. See p. 41, 59. and 20. places more to 
the ſame purpoſe. Only inp.59. when he had cited the 
Scripture after. his wonted falſe manner, attributing 
that to the Hghe , which the Text attributes to. G j he 
ſaith, Mark ! he ſaith, the Bight is that — — the know- 
ledge, & c. What a ſtrange degree of confidence muſt this 


: man 


| reaſon thereof. 


. 
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man be arrived at , that he ſhould abuſe his Reader with 
falfity and bid him Mark it too! For the Apoſtle Pax] has 
it thus: For God who commanded the light to ſhine ont of 


darkneſs hath ſhined in our hearts to [ give] the light of the 


knowledge of the glory of God, in the face of Feſuns Chriſt, But 
if he had recited it right, it would then have appeared, not 
only that God is the giver of light, and the light a gift, but 
alſo, that it is the light of — and created; for God 
commanded the light to ſhine out of darkneſs by creating 
it. See Gen. 1. 3, 4. But George Fox likes none of theſe Do- 
Grines, therefore it was his Intereſt to pervert the Text. 
And becauſe that Text Col. 3. 10. ſeems to have been cor · 
rupted by him upon the ſame account, that ſhall be 

4+ The next. And have put on the new man which is 
renewed in knowledge after the image of him that created him. 
So faith Paul; but George Fox(p. 220. ) puts then in ſtead of 
bim; and fo the Saints muſt be the Antecedent to hen, 
whereas the new man is the Antecedent to Him; and ſhews 
that the new man is created, which George Fox is not wil- 
ling to allow ; for p. 10he corrects his Adverlary for ſay- 
ing, The light is a creature; and I take it, he means by t 
light and the nem mam the ſame thing. However this is, 
the alteration is manifeſt of the words, and of the ſence by 

5. The fifth Scriptureſballbethat of Dent. 30. 14. where 
I complain of d v. to. for there he makes mention in- 
deed of the words of the 12 and 13 verſes, but in the 
ſame C with his own words, but then he changes 


his Chaxacter, whereby he intimates that he cites the very 
Text, and faith , But the word is nigb in thy beart, Dent. 30. 


h, But the word is very * thee, in thy month 
thy heart , that thou mayſt do it. To ay The word it © 


he light within : but to ſay, - way in thy e 
2 


and 
er well with his Doctrine 
t 


(10) 

in thy be art, argues that word there ſpoken of is indeed ſuch 
a word as is wont to be in ones mouth, that is, a word ſpo- 
ken; and that our Author G. F. is not willing to acknow- 
ledge. So he ſaith,p.47. The word of faith is within, Rom. 10. 
This is manifeſt, that in citing this Scripture he leaves out 
of the middle that which ſeems againſt him, and takes the 
former part and the latter part that ſeem to be on his fide. 
Compare this with what he condemns in his Adverſaries. 
Now becauſe it follows immediately in the ſame para- 
graph of his Book, p. 1c. that Text in vs 

6. Lake ch. 24.9. 5, 6. ſhall be the ſixth Scripture where- 
in his prevarication appears notorious. For he brings in the 
Prieſt ſaying , Chriſt was not in his Diſciples, when he ſaid, 
1 amt the light ofthe world. And G. F. cortects him by Chriſt, 
who ſaith, Tin you and you in me. Then he brings in the 
Prieſt ſay ing, They that will came to Juſtification muſt go to 
Chriſts. graue — » &c. And anſwers him by, citing 

Dent. 30. as I have ſaid, And then it follows. And ibe An- 
gel ſaid — that went to the grave without, Why ſeek ye 
the living among the dead , be is riſen; now the Angel's 
words runthus : I ſeek ye the living among the dead? He is 
not here, but is riſen. So G. E. leaves out, He is not here, out 
of the middle of the citation, for that would have over- 
— — opinion of Chriſt within and not without: for 
the els would not ſay truth in ſaying, He n not here, if 
he — there, oer a e 2 ſought him. 

7. The Seventh Scripture follows in the ſame paragraph. 
(So he has abuſed 3- Texts of Scripture in 6. lines.) For it 
follows, after, He & riſen, and the Saints ſits with him in bea · 
vemly places. (We muſt take no notice of the failure in Syn- 
tax, for that's frequent.) Now Paul ſaith Eph- 2+ Gi——and 
made ws ſit together in heavenly [ places Jin Chriſt Jeſus. Now 
there may be a different ſence of ſitting with Chriſt , and r- 
ling in lim; for when an Amballador from ay State is 


% 


(1). 
honourably entertained and ſt ated;the people of that State 
may be ſaid to be honourably entertained and to fit in him, 
becauſe he repreſents them 3 but ſcarcely to (it with him. 
But whether there be any difference-or no in the phraſes, 
it s certain that G. F. chargeth the Tranſlators with corru- 
ption for putting with for in See p- 373. Jud. 14. The re- 
citing of this Scripture in this manner is ſo frequent with 
— him, that though he uſe it perhaps 20 times or more, yet 
rose (Ithink) as itts in Seripture - And here give me 
leave to complain of him, that he deals like a deceitful 
Chapman , that would not have his wares try'd whether 
they be good or. no, for he hides the Touchſtone, by uſing 
ſome words of Scripture putting them in a different chara- 
. Qer, & ſaying, The Scripture ſaith,or Chriſt ſaith,or the Apo- 
file ſaith, &c- but he names ſeldom the Book or 88 
more ſeldom the verſeʒ (though he clamour upon his Adver- 
ſaries for Chapter and verſe, ) and fo: he impoſeth upon his 
Reader for Scripture what is no where to be found. Fheſe ; 
as I have in ſeveral particulars mada it evident before your 
eyes, and (hall: in many more. OF 
8. Thenext ſhall be that in Job. 17. 5. which he often u- 
ſeth and always abuſeth as far as I remenjber.Chriſt's words 
are theſe. And now O Father, glorify thou me with thine own 
ſelf, with the glory which I bad with thee before the world was. 
But G. F. thus, p. 13+ — Chriſt who was glorifyed with the 
Father before the world began. Tou will fay perhaps his 
words and Chriſt's are the ſame in ſence : but God 
give G. 2 infallible ſpirit to correct his ſon Chriſt's 
if 


words ? he ſpeak better than Chriſt, orare theſe two 
manne ing ſo much the ſame that they cannot be 
taken.in a diverſe ſence ? Nay, Doth not G. Fox take bis 
Fee in a diverſe ſence from what Chriſt intended ny his? 
For it's manifeſt that Jeſus prayed now tu be glorified with 

the glory, wherewith he was not at this time glorifiec 


when 


(12) 
when he ſpake theſe words 3 for who will pray for that 
which he enjoys? But God was glorious before the world 
was, and could not poſſibly want it at this time, ſo as 
ray for it 5 therefore Jeſus intends by the glory which he 
bad. with the Father before the world was, the glory which 
the Father had given him in his decree before. the world 
was; but he had it not yet in poſſeſſion. So Pax! ſpeaks 
of the grace which wes given w in Chriſt Jeſus before the 
world began, (2 22 _ any actual Beings 
which ſhould come unto them, and be brought unto them 
at the 7 1 Jeſus — I Pet. 1. 75 13. And 
the Evangeliſt tells us expreſly Job. 7. 39.— Jeſus wa mot 
get glorified. But it's evident enough that G. F. means by his 
phraſe to poſſeſs his Reader with an opinion that that 
which he calls Chriſt , (which is not Jeſus the Son of man) 
was actually glorified e the world And this 
brings to my mind another of his, which he uſeth 
diverſe times, G. at leaſt; as it it were Scripture, but is ſo far 
from being Scripture that it will be very difficult for any 
man to make leſs than a groſs abſurdity of it. And there- 
fore I can ſcarce get leave of my ſelf to refer it to any 
phraſe of holy Writ. 13 
9. It runs thus p.66. and ſo to the word Chriſt Jeſus: him 
whom the world was made before it m Strange 
that the world ſhould be made before it was made! I would 
fain know of him what that world was which was made be- 
fore it was made: but I deſpair of Information. But what 
can you or any man that has not abandon'd both his un- 
— and ſence ſay in vindication of this Prophet ? 
Can you match this ſaying in the molt impertinent Au- 
2 Terk Berner hat of Jade verſ” 10. and 
| 10. enth geri s that verſe 10. . 
But what they know naturally, as brute beaſts , in thoſe things 
'  bhay corrupt themſelves. The 19. v. thus. IG 
| eparate 


(13) « 


ate themſelves , ſenſual, aw 7 the ſpirit. But how. 
2 our — read it? p. a. and 196. And the Apoſtle ſaith, 


What they knew who are ſeparate from the ſpirit, they knew 
naturally as brute beaſts , Jud. 10. 19. Judge now whether 
fay as he ſaith / But what's the differencein ſence ? 
ſpeaks of notoriouſly ungodly men, who corrupted 
themſelves in natural things, as Sodom and Gomorrah; G. F. 
ſpeaks of all men whatſoever beſides thoſe that are * 
red: Jude ſaith, theſe men ſeparate themſelueg, ſenſual, ha- 
ving not the Spirit and G. faith , They are ſeparate ſrom the 
ſpirit, and they that are ſuch, what they know they know naty- 
rally as bruit beaſts. But what may be the delign in'fendring 
it thus? you may ſee he oppoſes this Text to his Adverſary 
aſſerting, that there is an infallible Judgment which may 2 
made 2 the Scripture without the ſpirit : and this Text 
wauld not ſerve his purpoſe without thus corrupting it. 
Beſides he cannot indure that men ſhould be faid to know 
by natureany thing that's therefore he takes this 
courſe to — all ſuch knowledge. But you may re- 
member that I am not bound to give a reaſon hy he per- 
verts a Text, lam only to ſhow you that he ſo. 
11. Next I bring you to Rom. 2. 15. which he is pleaſed 
to cite the e — m — adn The 
© Scriptare plainly demies that conſcience can juſtify, though it 
— Aniw. Which is comrary to plain Scripture, 


60 
E whole Apoſtle ſaith, Rom. 2. 15. Their conſciences either 
or 


© accu Who would think that G.Fox ſhould 
ha ve either ſo little wit or conſcience as to write in this 
manner ꝰ forthe Scripyure words are theſe 3 their con- 
ſcience alſo bearing witneſ7, and their thoughts the mean while 
.onelſe extuſing one another. The truth is, G. Fox 
was willing to have this work of ac and excyſing attri- 
butedto the , and therefore he faith by and by, And 
he lipbe condemns which you call conſcience : but becauſe it 


ſerved 


- ac” <w 6 


| (14) 
ſerved his turn to attribute it to conſcience, he did. Beſides, 
the Quakers uſed to ſay, they were out of the thoughts and 
the imaginations 3 ad upon that account it was not fit for 
him to recite the Scripture 1 I am he doth it wrong. 

12. Let us ſee now what he ſaith of the Apoſtle James, 

for it would be ſtrange if he ſhould ſcape without abuſe,p.2. + 
He makes the Prieſt ſay , He that can bridle his tongue is not 
a perfe? man. Anſw. Which is contrary to the Apoſile Jamet, 
who ſaith be is, and ſo thou art out of James's DoGrine. But 
where James ſaith ſo, Iam to ſeek, if he cannot produce 
it, he belies the Apoſtle. He faith indeed Ch. 3. 2. — in 
many things we offend all. If any mas — not in word, the 

ſame is a perfeff man, and able alſo to bridle the whole body. 

It may b&queſtioned whether every man that can bridle 
his tongue, doth alſo not offend in word The ſame Apo- 
ſtle ſaith, Ch. 1. 26. If any man among you ſeem to be reli- 
gious and bridleth not bir tongue but deceiveth his own heart, 
this man's religion is vain- But I dare not ſay, that every 
one that offends in word, his religion is vain. 

13+ G. Fox anſwers his Adverſary thus : p- 9+ CorreFed 
by the Apoſtle, who ſaith , he works all in'us and for us. I do 
notremember where the Apoſtle hath thoſe words, I doubt 

G. Fox is fallible and herein miſtaken. Ile count him ſo, till 
I can find them. And I muſt ſay the like of that paſſage of 
his p. 15- Prieſt. There iu no in man to be ſpoken to but 
mas. Anſw- How then winif the Apoſtle to the ſpirit & 1 
cannot find where the Apoltle is ſaid to miniſter to the ſpirit. 

14. The next I will note is in p- 9+ thus : Prieſt. © be 
« Pnachers are deceived becauſe thy ſay , Chriſt is withiz 
« ther, kept down by ſomething within them · Anſ· Corredted 
«* by the Apoſtle who ſaith to the Saints, Chriſt n in you the 
©* bope of glory, and he was preſt down & a Cart with ſhea 


It's maniſeſt that Chriſt is the Antecedent to He : but where 
is that ſpoken of Chriſt > The Prophet Amos (not the 
, Apoſtle) 


(13) 
Apoſtle)ſaith inthe name of the Lord, Ch. 2-v.13. Bebold, 1 
am preſſed under you, as a cart & preſſed that is of ſheaver. 
But it is referred to the Lord or Jehovah that ght them 
out of the land of Eg pt, v. 10. and not to Chriſt. But our 
— wo - will not allow the Father and the Son to be 
one, (See p. 99. & therefore frequently re- 

— vp — Chriſt which is & 65. only of God the Father. 
15. So he doth with that Text, 1 Cor. 15. 28. which he 
doth us the favour to cite, Chap. and verſe, and to put the 

words in Scripture Character too: for thus he ſaith, p.343. 
The pzomile is to the ſeed. the ſeed is Cheift , e Cha 


all and in all 1 Cor. 15. 28. He's very unhappy both 
words and Tex foodupdibg dals Sach bs; : And 


when ol ting) alt adn dt ow then ſhall the Son 
If be n things under him, 


0 

. n == 

er Injury to the Hol s wor to 

Ahe for God, 2 —— 

whither will not the — — —— 
9 0 e eee e we the 9 par” 
G. F. ſuith, p.350 1. God 11. J 
— my ſriends, Whethar elo 
fallble writ that leads G. Fanto all truth,doth not alſo bring 
to his remembrance? jf it did arthe time he wrote 
this, then he ſailed through wilſul diſobedience 5 if it did 


not, then &. F. is not i for here either his 

ar his wil} fall df bim. And this bes with, thoug 

we ſhould ſuppoſe the in h the Ser: | 
the Scri- 


but I conceive there is — for 
ptureſaith , And the word m mae or was ] fieſb , yet no 
conſiderate man will lay, Flſb u theword, neither is it in 


it (elf true. 
17. Teſeems to proceed from the fame bitter root in him, 


that he perverts the ſeace by 6 


1 


: (.16) 
Rom. I. 16, ſaying p.160.— And immortality. , not come to 
the light, thꝛo power of God which is the Goſpel. 
And p.4-And the Apoſile ſaith, It. the Goſpel jis the power of 
Godz whereas the Apoſtle faith indeed, I aw wot aſhamed of 
the Goſpel of Cleyfh for it is the of God unto ſalvation, to 
every one that believeth, ce · which is far another thing than 
to ſay umply, The Goſpel is the power of God: . for what 
may not a man make of Seripture,if he will take to himſelf 
this kind of licenſe > Then may we ſay of the like phraſe, 
I Cor-1.18. The preachy of the crols is fooliſbnels3 and 
fooliſhneſs is the power of God: for the preaching of the 
croſs is both. | | * = n. 0:18 N 
18. And if it had not been forthe confounding of the 
rſon of the Son with the Father, I ſee no reaſon why be 
ſay, p. 119. Þis father and he is greater then all. 
For Chriſt faith , Joh. 10. 29. 4% Father which fave them 
me { peaking of the ſheep] is greater them al, Whot would 
yon fay of your Adverſary that ſhould deal thus with your 
. writings, as G. Fox deals with Holy Scriptures ? 
19+ And he that daresthusto add and inſert another per- 
ſon into the Text as he hath done in that now named, what 
marvel is it that he adds the name of a at all adven- 
tures, — —— -haus —_— 34, 
--andſo deny Cbzift o2d.that bought t e 
heard (it's like) formerly that Text (a P&8.2-1,) ſo render d 
by ſome or other, and therefore it mult be ſo 3: though Peter 
ſaith only—-dezying the Lord that bought them which may 
agree as well to God the Father, as to Chriſt his Son. 
20. The two laſt Scri we noted, we found addition 
in themʒ here we have ſuhſtractionʒ which though it might 
be | ar ns 50 man that appears not to have any 
deſign in it, or that condemneth not ſeverely the like in o- 
thers, yet in him ĩt cannot. If he will quote Scripture why 
not as it lies plainlyf eſpecially when brevity dot ag Yar 
| rain 
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ſtrain” him to do otherwiſe > Thus when he faith p. 165 
Chriſt i come, tu whom eber knee muſt bow, and tongue 

(s to the glozy of Gods why doth he neither add the 
Father to the term God, nor inſert, that Jeſws Chriſt is Lord, 
as the 2. 75 2 ſaith * — * 
tongue confeſs that Feſus Chriſt in Lord, io the glory 0 
God the Father. But how the truth of this Scripture can con- 
fiſt with their Doctrine that ſay, the Father and the Son are 
all one, I cannot conceive, 


21, The a1® Scripture which he hath notoriouſly and 
impudently added to, is that in Joby, Ch. 15. v.25. which ac- 
cording to J oba runs thus: But when the Comforter is come, 
whom I will ſend unto you ho the Father , [even] the ſpirit 
of truth, which proceedeth from the F ather , — iſ of | 
ave. But accoſtſing to George thus : Chriſt, ſaith he, is in t 
Father, and the Father is in bum, and he will ſend them the 
ſpirit 24 truth the Comforter , that proceeds from the Father 
and the Son, Now that it may appear molt evidently" that 
he quotes this as Scripture and Chriſt's own words, I will 
produce paſſage out of the Epiſtle to G. Fhitehead*s Di- 
vinity of Chzilt ſubſcrib'd by G. F. & John Stubbe, where 
he uſeth the words in the letter of Scripture, ſaying alſo , 
The Scripture ſaith; and — his adverſaries to give 
him Scripture in plain words; Thus it is read. 

** But we do charge Danſor , and his Brethren to make 
ce this good by Scripture in plain words; — For the Scti- 
* ture ſaith, The Father is in the Son, and the Son 
is in the Father, a we holy Ghoſt 1 from them. 
I beſeech you friends, conſider what ſpirit lead &. F. when 
he wrote theſe'words/ What / Call andclamour upon his 
Antagoniſt for Scripture in plain words, and then pretend 


to Auer Reader Scripture & fallify it / Can you * 


an Authpr that ever wrote ſo inconſiderately? If this be 
not æ plain addition to the —_" Chriſt, Ipray tell me 
. * 2 what 


> (18) 

berg), 2 7 is nom (ſaith j the Fight = — = 
ters) the ſpace of ſame Ages pu, Ea Churc 
accuſed the Weſtern of ries added] Filiòque, and the Son 

the Article(ofthe Nicene Creed) lonching the proceſſion 

Holy Ghoſt. tat the Pope and his Council were never ſo im- 

udent as tomake that addition to the Scripture; as G. Fox 
ath done. See how upon 6ctafion of an Inference (not aſ- 
ſerting it to be the words of $cripture ) C. i hitebead pro- 
nounceth the curſe upon his Adverſary John Newman 
(Chriſt aſcended, &. p. 21, 22.) 4 J. N. from Rev.t.7. 
** Thoſe that pierced him in bis of fleſh, ſhall ſee that | 
* viſibly come again. 'G.W.'s Anſw. ho + are wot the 
* of Scripture, but added ; withough to add or dinriniſh be for. 
'©* bidden under a penalty, Rev. 22.18, 19. Tet this mantis pre- 
ſumption leads bim to incur that. What would &. V. have 
laid to him if he had done as G. Fox has done? Well ? there 
is a righteous God that judgeth the heart, and try eth the 
reins, and is no reſpecter of perſons. Its true he doth not 
quote the Ch. and verſe 3 to blame he, for if he 
had, we could ſoon have ſeen his forgery , whereas now 
perhaps not one of a Thouſand(that has Tead his Book) has 
diſcovered it. Or if he can tell us where thoſe words of his 
are to be found in Scripture, he ſball eſcape the Curſe for 
addition to it, till then it lies upon him. n 
22. The a2 inſtance of his negligence and fallibility in 

quoting Scripture may be that place p. 71. of his Book, 
— faith, —avd Paul declares himſelſ( take Paul's own 


word.) not of Pan, noz by man, bat by the will of God: 
now this citation might have paſſed cut rant for Scripture 
though it's no where found in this form;(for all I know Jbut 
that he ſo confidently calls them Pas own words, which 

is falſe, if they be not found together, and not only apart. 
23- The 23" this, 68. f. — * the Churches or 
ſhipped y ſomes ſaith he N — 


Temples wherein God is wor 


(19) 


od woꝛſhipped in Temples made with bands? Js not 
be wozlhipped in the ſpirit and in the truth? The diffe- 
rent letter wherein he puts it,intimates that he would have 
us take it for Scripturezand there are ſome words like his in 
Job. 4. and Ad, 17. butin neither of thoſe places are cither 
the ſame words or the ſame ſence : but it's ſufficient agaiuſt 
him that there are not the ſame worc's. 
24 The 24 Scripture perverted is Joh. 7, 38. He that 
' believeth on me, (ſaith Chriſt,) as the Scripture hath ſaid, 
out of his belly ſhalt flow rivers of living water:where his belly 
is plainly ſpoken of him that believeth, but G. Fox applies 
it to the light, Chriſt, ſaying p. 130. and believing in the 
light Chriſt, out of whoſe belly flowed rivers of tivi 
water, The light , the light muſt be magnified by G. F. 
__ Scripture muſt be wreſted to that purpoſe, come on it 
W ] 

25. The 259 inſtance of his fall ibility or deceitſulneſs in 
the uſe of Scripture is taken fromp.27. where he makes the 
Prieſt (ay, A true Church i guilty of Injury G. F. Anſw. Con- 
trary to the Scriptures , where ING the Church 
is the pillar a ground of truth, t ſpot 02 wainkle 
o2 blemifh oz any ſuch thing. The Apoſtle faith indeed 
Eph. 5-25 27 Chriſt alſo loved the Church, and gave himſel, 
for it, — that be might preſent it to himſelf a gloriow 
not — t or wrinkle or any ſuch thing. He ſaith, That it 
might ld, not that it is, as our &. repreſents it. 

26. Sd he abuſeth us with a defective quotation of the 
30 verſe of the ſame * 5 which he has both in the 11, 
and 12" pages in che ſarhe manner,as in divers other places. 
The 11 p. thus: Prieſt. They are no Chriſtians that doth not 
bold Chriſt abſent fram his Church , but Antichriſtr. (By the 
way, I believe he wrongs his Adverſaries in making them 
ſpeak bad Engliſh.) Anſw.hbich is comtrary to the Scriptures, 
which ſay, they axe fleth of bis fleſh, and bone of his bone, 
and they are as nigh together as kuiband and wife. But the 


$ Apoſtle 
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Apoftle thus : For we are members of bis body, of hi: 
wx) of his bones. If he had not left _ the wy 42 
we are members of his body, the latter clauſe which he takes, 
would not ſo well have ſerved his purpoſe , and alſo have 
been more eafily underſtood : for we know it's ordinary 
for a member of a Body, or for the head it ſelf of a Body 
which is an aſſembly, Gas the word Eccleſia (here rendered 
Church) ſignifies) to be in one Countrey, when the Body or 
Society is at a far diſtance in another. But this was not ſo 
diſcoverable in the Allegory of fleſh and bones Alone. 

27. The 27" place ſhall ſhow that our Author's memo- 
ry (which he truſts to very much, ) is either through wil- 
fulneſs or negligence as fallible ,” rather more fallible than 
that of other men; which is a great reflection upon his in- 
fallible ſpirit. Thus p. 152. he faith, And the Apoſtle ſaid, 
the deep things of God was revealed by the ſpirit of 
God. (It's a ſmall matter with him to the Apoſtle 
ſpeak bad Engliſh.) But the Apoſtle ſpeaketh neither ſo 
2 but — — — rr —_—_ by 
[ writ ſearcheth all thines, yea, t ep things of God : 
ag tio And v. 11. — A lle ſaith Ts the natural 
man receiveth not the things of the ſpirit of God but G. Fox 
thus, p. 39. The natural man receiverh not the things 
that be of God 2: he leaves out ſpirit, though for ought he 
knows, there may be a vaſt difference between the things 
of God, and the things of the ſpirit of God, as there is a 
vaſt difference between blaſphemy againſt God, which ma 
be forgiven; and the blaſphemy Againſt the Holy Gloſs, 
which ſhall not be forgiven unto men. Mat. 12. 31. 

28. And if G. F. were a man capable either of rendring 
or underſtanding reaſon, I would aske him, why in uſing 
thoſe words of Paul, Row.14.9- he puts in the term God in 
ſtead of Lord; for thus he ſaith p. 99. — who Chriſt] both 
died, a roſe again, that he might be God both of the dead, 

| | and, 
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and the living. But the Apoſtle faith, For to this end Chriſt 
both died, and roſe,and revived that he might be Lord both of 
the dead and living. So p. 17. Let the wozbof God dwell in 
pou richly : The Apoſtle hath Chriſt. Col. 3. 16. But this 
lavours of his willingneſs to have no diſtinction between 
God and Chriſt. For he ſaith, p. 142+ Chriſt i# not diſtinct 
from the Father. 
29. And p. 160. by the Character he writes io, he gives 
us theſe words for Seripture and ſoa who is in Chꝛiſt is 
a new creature 3 And old things pals away, Bur the 
Apoſtle ſaith 2 Cor. 5. 17. - Therefore if any man be in Chriſt 
he is a new creature © old things wa x. away , behold; all 
things are become new- The Apoſtle ſpeaks of the new crea- 
tion as a thing done 3 G. F. as a thing a doing and not done; 
for that agreed better with his deſign in that place. 
30. But we have not yet done with the 2 Epiſtle to the 
Corinthians where Ch. a. v. 16. the Apoſtle ſaith, To the one 
[that periſh Je are the $avonr of death wnto death; and to the 
#ther [the ſaved] the Savorr of life unto life. But G.F-(I ſup- 8 
Poſe as he had heard it ſometimes from ſome Prieſt) ap- 
plies it to the word, thus: For the word it ſelf is immediate, 
Jer it is the Savour of death to the death, and of life to 
the lie; Thus when it is for the honour of his phraſe, the 
word muſt be put for the Apoſtles and Preachers of it. 
31. The Apoſtle Par 2 Tim. 3. propheſying of the 
wicked ones that ſhould come in the laſt 4 þ 6. 
this ſort are they which creeps into houſes, and lead captive 
women laden with figs , led away with divers luſta, ever 
learning, and never Al rome to the knowledge of the truth, 
But G. F. that he may lay load upon all thoſe Preachers that 
are not Quakers,faith of. ſuch as have got the good words,&c. / 
who cre reppbares concerning the fair, which crept into 
bouſes befoze the Apollles deceaſe;which have kept people 
always learning, but never able to come to the knotv- 


ledge 


| (22) 
ledge of the truth, led away with divers luſts. Now the 
Apoſtle doth not attribute to theſe falſe Teachers, (which 
yet were bad enough) that they kept people always learn- 
ing, Ce. but they led captive ſuch as were ſo. He ſhould 
ive the Devil his due , eſpecially when he cannot take it 
from bio without wrong to the holy ſpirit in the holy 

A e. / 

2 And that our Prophet G. may ſeem to have ſome co- 
lour for diſparaging the other Miniſters upon the account of 
their humane learning, he faith p · 70. & So all your tools ye 
c have withal fince the Apoſtaſy, hath been taken 
© out of the of humane learning which is earthly ; 
© this proves ye are Apoſtates, and the ſpirits gone out into 
* the world · Arid Lake faith, the — the Hebrew, 
© Greek and Latine was (et up a top of Chriſt by Pilate who 
* crucified him · But where Lake faith ſo, he leaves us to 
gheſs- I have found indeed that Lake fanch Ch. 23.38. 40 
1 s pang alſo was written over in letters of Greek, 
and Latine and Hebrew ; but I could never yet find 2 


ſaying, The tongues of the Hebrew , Greek and Latine was ſet 
up A top of Chrift. This came out of George's own brain, t 
is not over fraught with thoſe tongues I dare warrant you 
but yet he will undertake to correct the Tran(latours; and 
he never doth it with greater advantage than in the rende- 
ring of that paſſage of the Apoſtle to the 
. 33+ Colotfians, Ch. 1- v 23+ which we read thus I ye 
cominue in the faith d and ſetled , and be not moved 
away from the hope of the Goſpel, which ye have beard ; and 
which was preached to every creature which is under be aten. 
this laſt clauſe in G. Fox is this . 41+ Prieſt. 


The uſe 
* He dare boldly aſſert that the Goſpel is not firſt made 
** known by the ſeeing within, but by hearing tidings 
* without, &c- G. Fox's Anſw. Contraty to that which 
s they call their original, which ſaith, the Goſpel is 
pzeached 
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pꝛeathed in ebery creature. That which is to pole 
chiefly is, that he gue ir for was; that it may be ecommer 
date to his Doctrine of the Goſpel in theſe days and all 
days of the world preached within them that never heard 
or ſaw a tittle of the Goſpel either by word or writing. Thus 
when our Lord ſaid unto his Diſciples (Aar 16. 15.) G, 
into all the world, and preach the Goſpel to every creature, ( in 
is not there ) he bade them do that which was done alrea- 
dy , and was always done ever fince there were men in 
the world. And then it would have been hard forthe Apo- 
{tle Paul, to preach the Goſpel, not where Chriſt was named. 
Rom. 15-20. It ſeems G. F's Goſpel of Chriſt is preached, 
where Chriſt is not named. This excellent uſe doth 6G- Fox 
make of his skill in the Orginal as they call it. But more of 
that afterward. | 
34. But is it not pretty? that. whil'ſt G. F. charges the 
Tranſlators with corrupting the Serjpture becauſe they 
render em to in Engliſh and ſometimes with or , that 
et himſelf, when they have tranſlated it in, ſhould change 
it into within 3 (as he chang d it into with, which I obſerved 
before upon Eph.2.) Thus p. 105. Now the Scriptures cannot 


lead into alltrutb, bat it teſtifies of that that doth ſo. And if 
Chaift be not within , are repzobates : The 
A and the Tranſlators ſay ; know you not your own 


ſelves, how that Jeſus Chriſt is in you except ye be reprobate :? 
2Cor-15-5-But G.thinks he may dy af io 2 
when he doth not alter the ſence, though he ves it 
very ſharply in others. As if iv 225 could admit ot no other 


ſence but within you. Let us ſee then whether the words 
of Chriſt will always admit that ſence. Aiat. 20 26, 27. 
But it all not be ſo within you , but whoſoever will be great 
within you, let him be your minifter , and whoſoever will be 
chief within you, IG Here if G. pleaſe 
to conſult that which they call the Greek, he will find 
D 


it 
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it em byavin in you, and then we muſt read it as I have done. 
Aud is not that excellent fence? let the impartial judge. 
The like fault is G. F. guilty of in relation to 1 Job. 2. 27; 
where the Apoſtle ſpeaketh of the anointing which — 4 
bideth in you but G- p. 79. -+ the Apoſtles browght ibe Saints 
then tu the anointing within them : and a lutle below in 
the lame page, as owe A the eye of the ſaul, but who comes 
to ile light wu hin. N 402 7 141 

35- But that charge will not lye againſt him for the term 
within in Le 17-21. becauſe he finds it in the Text: but 
11's rare with him to uſe asy Text and not abuſe it, there» 
fore in ſtead of The 4 of God, as it is m the Text, he 
makes it go for the kingdom & heaven, p. 64 · But that's a 
mall matter, aud might be pailed by, but he will not leave 
it ſo, for his Adverſaries do often preſs him with the many 
Scriptures, which ſpeak of Chriſt's being in Heaven, and 
cnc quęntly. abſent from the Saints on carthgas far ids 
hea ven is ſtom catch: this Text now'imuſt — 'for 
his ſervice at this turn, and muſt prove that Heaven is 
within men: Therefore he ſaith p. 101. And the Scripture⸗ 
doth, witveſs (raven within. - Is not thay? fair; dcahug, 
br ſt a0 chauge the Kingdom of God intotbe \KRingdomot 
heaven, - and;thes toleave aut)&@agderitng, ap FAG 
ven forthe whole phraſe? W honceds ever want Scripture 
for any thing he has a mind to Ay, rfþe may abuſe the 
words, at Chrilt after this manner ? But if he or any bf 
you thiak you'can produce a Text that favours him more 
than this, Iv III rcal what I have ru on this point. ii not, 

pray take notice of the groſleſt ſor getr. 

Here I might bring in his uncouth uſe of thoſe words in 
Ia, 3.20, as anather Inſtance : but becauſe it is not very 
gar, that he quotes them farthe, yoty-worts of Uh 1 
will only propoſt ity ab ſaun Tothelrwyaerdubte lo 
mony « if they bea not according to this word, it 1 2 

ere 
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there is no light in them. But G. F. thus p.75. For Iſaigh— bid 
them come to the law and to the teſtimony ; and you that do not 

ſprak according to that rule, it is becauſe you hate the light in 

you. Iſaich ſaith, There 3s no light in them. G- faith, pou 

bate the light in you. One would have thought heſhould 

have had ſo much reſpect to Scripture words, as not to 


have ſaid the quite contrary to them. 
36. The 36 Inſtance of perverting Scripture ſhall be 


that in p. 280. where he bath this pallage 3 —“ which 
*\ Scriptures Iſaith, that theHolyGhoſt moved in them that 
gave forth Scriptures, which led them into all truth, and 
did not ſay, the Holy Ghoſt moved ip the Scriptures 3 but 
* ſaid The letter was dead, and did nat life, But l 
am to ſeek for that Scripture. I find indeed the Apoſtle Pa 
(ſpeaking of es miniſtration, not of the writings of the 
new Covenant, )4aith 2 Cor. 3.6. the. letter „ 4 
the ſpirit giveth lie: but I thiok thete is difference e 

between The letter killeth , and Theleter i dend; for who 
will fear to be killed by that which is dead? for that which 
kills muſt have ſome activity life ar power;3. that which is 
dead hath uo: and the letter and ſpirit, are not oppoſed 
as the one dead, the other weng but as the one killing, the 


other enlivening. This I ſay to thow what a perverſe lence, 
and how cantrary to the Scripture he has brought in, by 
aleering the words. | | 


37. And as if he ſcotned to quote Scripture right, he 
ſaith p. 170. And J will lay you with the [word, tbe 
wozds of my mouth, ſaith the Famb, which words I cannot 
find in Scripture, m̃ueh "leſs ſpoken by the Lamb: I find 
theſe, words Rev. 2:16,— and will fight againſt ihe. with 
the mord of my monie & Rev. 19. the ford. ib pro- 
ceeded out of bis manth: but not the other, Here is falſe quo- 
tation, but i know not what bad ſenceʒ therefore it is with 
him a ſmall fault; though it would be a great one in his 
Adverſaries. D 2 38, But 
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38. But my 38" Inſtance will diſcover both his forgery 
and vanity ſufficiently. For p. 98. he imtroduceth his Ad- 
verſary charging the Quakers , that they publickly deny the 
reſurreFion of the dead body : to which among >. th things 
he anſwerss Chriſt—ts the reſurrection and the life both, 
and thy dead body ſhall libe with my dead body: 7 # 
Scripture, and 12 that ſaid the reſurretion was paſt in the 
days of the Apoſtles, overthrew the faith of ſome. ln the firſt 
place I would know ofany man what pertinency there is in 
this quotation of thoſe words that ſeem to be taken out of 
—_ Can any man be more certain by it than he was 
before, of theQuakers acknowledging or denying the reſur- 
rection of the dead body ? or can any man tell by it, what 
the Prophet Iſaiab means by thoſe words? which are not 
neither the ſam with G. F's , but thus: Thy dead men ſhall 
live, together dead body ſpall they ariſe. So that be- 
fides the forgery, there is the greateſt vanity and lightneſs 
that I remember ever to have ſeen in citing of Scripture, As 
if he would upbraid his adverſaries with their reſpect to. 
Scripture, This is Scripture | He might as well have quoted, 
Abraham _—_ Iſaac, and have concluded, This it Scripture. 

39. And whence it is, except from his careleſneſs and 
heighth, I know not, that p.279. he read thus in a Scripture 
letter: Anſ. If Chꝛiſt be not in pou, the body is dead; in 
contradiction to the Scripture which ſaith (Rom. G. 10. And 
if Chriſt be iz you the body is dead But if it muſt be impu- 
ted to the Printer, ſo he may be excuſed : but till that ap- 
pear, not. 0 

40. Andifhe were not delighted with adding or detra- 
Qing from Scripture at his pleaſure , why ſhould he not 
quote Chriſt's words as they are, At. 5. 37. But les your 
communication be yea, yea, nay, nay; for whatſoever ir more 
then theſe cometh of evil ? But G. F. thus, p. 178. He ¶ Chriſt] 
ſays, in all your communication let pour pea be pea, and. 

your 
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your nay, nay 3 foz whatſoever is contrary is ebil. Why 
not here as he has it afterward , whatſoever is moze, is 
ebfl ? except it were that he would confound his Reader, 
and ſo make him believe that the Quakers are obe- 
dient to Chriſts command and per ſect men, though they 
in their communication cal God to witneſs , and aſſert 
things in the pzeſence of God, and the like phraſes, which 
other Chriſtians take to be Oaths, and dare not uſe them in 
that manner: at. leaſt they are more than pea and nap, 
which Chriſt ſaith, cometh of evil : but G. only, whatſoever 
i contrary is evil; as it all that is more muſt needs be con- 
trary. 

* And where to find that clauſe which he gives us for 

Scripture p. 250. I know not. He brings in the Prieſt ſaying, 
Sin is in the Saints for their humiliation. His Anſ. Contrary 
to the Scripture which ſaith ; Chꝛiſt is their humiliation. 
And this he hath divers times as I remember : but I take it 
for Scripture of his own making, 

42. There he makes Scripture, here he marr's it moſt 
egregiouſly. For p.47. he ſaith ; And ſaith the Apoſile, God 
is in Chaiſt reconciling the wozld unto himſelf; where 
he puts is for wag. (See 2 Cor: 5.) the preſent for the paſt 
time. For you muſt know that their opinion is, as one of 
their great Authors expreſſeth it, that God was in Chriſt re- 
conciling men to himſelf ever ſince the fall in all ages, both be- 
fore and ſince Chriſt N in the outward; and conſequent- 
ly the verb w45 doth not ſignify any thing paſt but what is 
alſo now preſent and ever will be, as it always was. By this 
means it may as truly be faid, that God is in G. F. reconci- 
ling the world to himſelf, as that God was in Jeſws , reconci- 
ling, &c. foraſmuch, as Chriſt is (ſo they would) as truly 
and properly(perhaps equally; See p.67.)in G.F.'as he was 
in Jeſ#s. But he has not yet done abuling this Scripture, for 
þ- 250. he ſaith, God can do what he will, who was in Chriſt 
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reconciling himſelf to the world. Is not this a large liberty 
that he takes, to lay the quite contrary to Scripture and to 
his own friends? for ſaith that Author of theirs, —the Scri- 
pture ſaith not, hen we were enemies God was reconcil d to ur; 
but — when we were enemies we were reconciled io God. But 
may not G. F. ſay what him pleaſeth ? for he ſpeaks by an 
inſallible ſpirit. 

43. p. 100. He introduceth the Prieſt ſaying : Nor i it an 
eſſential in-dwelling of the divine nature in Gods people, Kc. 

His Anſw. Doth not the Apoſtle ſ.y, the divine nature the 
Saints was made partakers of? But where doth any Apoſtle 
ſay (0? Peter ſaith, 2 Pet.1. 4. Whereby are given to us excee- 
ding great and precious promiſes , that by theſe you might be 
partakers of the divine nature, he doth not ſay , They were 
[ 4s] made partakers of the divine nature, but They might 
le, which may relate to the time to come after the day of 
Judgment, — not to the preſent time. However he —— 
that which is falſe concerning the Apoſtle. 

44 The 44" Inſtarce ſhall be that in Heb 10. 26, 27. 
which he quotes thus, p. 339- Aud be that ſinmeth after he 
bath received the truth, there remains no more ſacrifice for ſin, 
but a fearful looking for of Judgment, Heb. 10. 27. But the 


| Scripture ſaith , For if we ſin wilfully after that we have re- 


ceived the knowledge of the truth , & c. where it's evident 
enough that the ſtreſs of this Text lies in the term wilfally 
which &. F. is pleaſed to leave quite put; for ſo it agrees 
better with his Doctrine of perfedlion; and the Scripture 
muſt be made to ſpeak to his mind,thoughft be falſe or non- 
ſence. To let pals other differences between him & the Lext. 

45. The next Inſtance is rather of his ignorance and idle- 
ne(s in the uſe of Scripture than of his corrupting it by miſ- 
recitalz for p. 337. againſt his Adverſary, that ſaith, that 
' they aud the Papiſts and Jeſuites do agree all together that the 
Scripture is the word of God, &. he ſaith “ the mer 
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te of the word calls the Scripture a Declaration, as ye ma 
© read Luke 1. and ye do not agree with them that ſet — 
* the A&s, that called it « Treatiſe, Adi 1.—and ye do not 
& agree with John,Rev.22 who faith, the word: 3 nor with 
* Moſes, nor Cod, who ſpake all theſe words, Exod. 20. 
* In the beginning was the word, and the word is God, 
c ind the word liveth and abideth for ever: but the Scri- 
te pture is words, and the Scripture cannot be broken. 
5. 337+ I ſuppoſe he has this diſtin ction between the word 
and words above 20 times in his Book. But it he would 
have looked upon his Greek Teſtament , (wherein he pre- 
tends to fuchskill, that he often corretts the Frantlators) 
he might have found that that very word which they tran- 
late Treatiſe, Act. 1 f. is Ah Logon, which is the fame which 
in Jo.1.1. is tranſlated ord; ſo that that very Text which 
he Producer againſt the Scriptureit's being call'd word is a 
Plain Text for it: and the Tranflators/might juſtly and 
with great reaſon have tranſlated thus: The former word 
hrve I madle,&c. and then Scripture would have been call'd 
in Engliſh word, as it is in Greek, Sohe ſaith p.68, they | the 
Scripture? are not called the written word but words; and yet 
his Gree eſtement ( if he have one) which I much doubt) 
would have 'inform'd him that Scripture is called the word 
written, 1 Cor. 15. 54. where the Engliſh read—tbe ſaying 
that js written ; but in Greek it is #252956 wyeapets & bo logos 
Bo'cetrammenos,” the word written . So that his diſtinction 
that he cracks ſo much of is comato nothing. But we have 
little reaſun to expect that he that is ſointolerably uũſaith- 
filin quoting the Exgliſb, ſhould any way help it by the 
Greek, which 1 she ſhow that ( for all his arrogant pre- 
tences) he dot nat at all underſtand- 

45. The Apoſtle Par! 1 cr. 1431. For ye may all pro- 
pbeſte one l ont, that all may learn and all may be comforted. 
Bur G. F. —pratfice amd DoGrine of the Apoſtles im the true 


church which ſaid , let all ſpeak one by one, Thus he 
changeth 


, (30) 

ch h propheſy into ſpeak, as if all [peaking were pro- 
pheſying. 1 
47. The 47" particular (hall be that of wamens ſpeak- 
ing in the Church, which the Apoſtle difallows in the ſame 
14* Cb. v. 34, 35. in as plain and expreſs words as can well 
be ſpoken, ſaying, Let your women keep ſilence in the Churches, 
for it is not permitted unto them 10 ſpeak; but they are com- 
manded to be under obedience , as alſo ſaith the Law. And if 
they will learn any thing, let them ark their hnsband:s at home: 
for it is a ſhame for women to ſpeak in the Church, Here if the 
Apoſtle do not command ſilence to women by ſex, in thoſe 
caſes wherein he allows men by ſex to ſpeak, I underſtand, 
nothing that's written. But G. F. p. 386. (ſpeaking of the 
woman that is forbid to ſpeak in the Church) ſaith— ow 
the woman here hath a Husband to 4. K at home, and not uſurp 
authority over the man, but Chrift in the male as in the female, 
who re from nnder the Law , and makes free from the 
Law, that man may ſpeak, &c. Here we may perceive, he 
allows women as well as men to ſpeak in the Church, and 
indeed your practice ſhes that women are not in any caſe 
excluded from ſpeaking , where it is permitted to men. 
Alſo we may perceive that by the ad that is to be 
asked at home he means Chriff. Now iſwe may take liber- 
ty to expound Scripture after this manner, I count it utter- 
ly im le to prove any truth by * : & then we 
may as well deny Scripture as affirm it, It will be a noſe of 
wax that may be turned which way we pleaſe. I do not in 
this particular charge G. F. with miſrecital of, adding or di- 
— from Scripture words, becauſe he neither quotes 
the place, nor puts the words in Scripture Character, as he 
doth in the other inſtances : but the expoſition which he . 
wes oſ it is ſo groſs and abſurd , that it may well be rec- 
| his abuſes of Scripture. Beſides it ſeems to be 
built upon a mia reading of Husband for Husbandi, . 
. 9090. - ' , 
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Chriſt, who is but one, is made the Husbands that muſt be 
asked at home. So one of your Authors ſaith , But what 
lusbamds have widows to learn of but Chriſt * And was not 
Chriſt the Husband of Philips 4 daughters £ And may not they 
that learn of their husbands ſpeak then ? 

48. The 48 Inſtance ot his abuſing Scripture ſhall be 
that great doctrine of yours of not calling men Maſter, and 
thus S ſaith, 7 43+ Prieſt. Why may they not be called Ma- 
- fter? Anſw. © It is his maſter that teacheth him to be called 

* of men Maſter, that is gone out of the truth 3 but Chriſt 

< ſaid © Be not of men called Baſter, and wo be to them 

cethat are, Alatt 23 · Thus for G. Where I obſerve firſt, that he 
puts in here of men into the Text, as he doth in 20 more 

places beſides. But then 2%, I do not find Chriſt (Att. 23.) 

laying, wo be to them that are call'd Maſter ; that ſeems 

to be added by G. F. True indeed Chriſt faith : But be not 
ge called Rabbi; for one is your maſter, even Chriſt , and all ye 
are brethren. And call no man your Father upon the earth : for 
one is your father; which is in Heaven.” Neither be ye called 
Maſters , for one is your a_ even Chriſt. Now I will 
take the liberty to argue a little: becauſe the Text ſeems 
to be ſo plain on your ſides And firſt Jet me tell you that 
you your ſelves do reſtrain this Text from univerſally ex- 
cluding all men from being called Auaſter, whilſt you allow 
your ſervants to call you maſters, and your children to call 
you Fathers. If your ſervants may call you our Maſters or 
my maſter, becauſe you are their maſters; (which exception 
is not in the Text-) whymay not another man call you ma- 

ſters, becauſe you have ſervants and are maſters > When I 

call a man master; I do not call him fo becauſe he is my 

maſter, (perhaps he is my ſervant, ) but becauſe he hath a 

ſervant and is a maſter. Now doth Chriſt forbid that any 

man ſhould be called maſter, if indeed he be 2 maſter d 

The Apoltles, that underſtood Chriſt's precepe as well as- 

E LH 
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G. F. call the Coloſſians, Maſters, Col. 4. f. and Fathers, 
Col.3-21- Alſo the Epheſians, Eph. 6. 9, and 4- And. Stepben 
a wan full of taith and power faith to the Councel of the 
Jews, Men, bꝛethzen, and Fathers. Act. 7-2. They were 
not hi Fathers, but they were Fathers, and therefore he 
calls them ſo. And why may I not as well call him, Maſter, 
that is not my Maſter, as call him (ſervant, that is not my 
ſervant? 2. Let me tell you that there are divers words 
in the Greek Teſtament which are by our Tranſlators ren- 
der'd aſter , which notwithſtanding have different mean- 
ings and acceptations. Thus we find , e ο, Pall, 
EVαι,ενα]Uνe Acains , all render'd Maſter. But that which 
is uſed by Chriſtin this Text, At · 23. 10. is KaSrymae, Kathee- 


' geetees,which ſignifies (as the learned tell us) 2 leader of the . 


way Or a Guide: but as for the word xπ , Kyriot, which 
the Apoſtle Paxluſeth, when he writes to the Coloſſrans and 
Fpbeſians, and is tranſſated ip Scripture ſometimes After, 
ſometimes Sir, moſt often Lord, we find that the Apoſtles 
both ſingularly and plurally ſuffer d themſelves to be called 


by it. Thus in the ſingular number the Greeks that came 


up to worſhip at the Feaſt, defired Philip ſaying, Kyrie, Sir, 
we world ſee Jeſus: Joh. 13. 2 1. And in the plural number 

the Jayler came trembling, and fell down before Paul and 
Sila, and brought them out and ſaid, Xyriai, Sirs, (or Ma- 
ſters „] what wyſt I dp tobe ſaved? If Sirs or Maſters had 

been a term offenſive to the Apoſtles, would the Jayler in 
this caſe have call'd them ſa? or. if they had difallowed 
it / would not the holy writer have, intimated ſo much unto 

ys? eſpecially Br that Chriſt's precept is given to 

his Diſciples , Be wot ye called Maſters, whereby they ſeem 

to be obliged to reprove thoſe that do ſo. But the example 

of that good Convert Mary Magdalene is in this caſe beyond 
all exception, and groves that Holy perſons uſedto cal ta- 
Ber, not only thoſe that were known, but ſtrangers, os 
| that 
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that they broke no precept of Chriſt in ſo doing except 

we will fay (Which I abhorr to think) that Jeſ&s himſelf 
ſuffered her in his preſence to fin without reproving her- 

for ſhe ſuppoſing him to le the Gardiner, ſaith unto him, Kyrie, 

Sir or Maſter , if you have born him hence, &c+ For in her, 
intention, ſhe called a ſtranger, and him no great perſon, a 

Gardiner, Bafter 3 and that in the preſence and hearing of 
her Lord and Maſter Jeſus Chriſt. 

Having made it manifeſt to your ſenſes by a multitude 
of inſtances, that G. F. is not that true prophet you take 
him for; but the moſt notorious perverter of Scripture 
that any of you can name unto me, I hope you will give 
ſome attendance'to what I have argued upon this point; 
though it be ſomewhat more than I undertook. 

49. la the next place I do not find thoſe words in Scri- 
pture which he uſeth fot Scripture p. 249- when he faith , 
——God juſtified Job] and faid, Job did not fin with his 
mouth: the Scripture faith, In ail this did not Job ſin with 
his lips but that is far from not ſinning at all with his 
mouth; for a man may in this cafe keep himſelf from fin- 
ning with his mouth, and in that caſe be guilty of fm. 

$0. The 50 and laſt inftance ſhall be that in the latter 
end of his Book, wherein his Ignorance , Arrogance and 
Impoſture do manifeſtly appear. Marvel not that I ſpeak fo 
plamly , for the matter is very plain: His Ignorance and 
Arroganee appear in that he pretends to underſtand Greek, 
and to correct the Tranſlators, when he dogh not under- 

ſtand it in the leaft : hisWmpoſture, in that He labours to 
perſwade his Reader of that which is notoriouſſy falſe. 
hus it is p.37 under the title of 


\__ Several Scriptures corrupted by the Tranſlator, 


He faith , 1 Cor. 15. 31. In our Engliſh copies it is. 
T 255. *© Tpro- 
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« x proteſt by your rejoycing,&c. Now 1 1 is added, for 


ce there is nothing for it in the Greek , K iulegr v. 
So far G. F. Now that he is ignorant of the Greek tongue 
is manifeſt, in that he ſhould have given us that Creek 
which the Tranſlators render I proteſt by your rejoycing, 
that ſo it might have appeared, there was nothing for 7 pro- 
teſt but in ſtead of that he gives us the Greek Kath emeran 
apothneſco , which ſignifies I die dayly.. And the reaſon of 
his miſtake ſeems clearly to have been this : The verſe in 
Greek begins with thoſe words that he has ſet down , but 


in Engliſh it begins with I proteſt by your rejoycing and he 


did not underſtand ſo much Greek as to diſtinguiſb the one 
clauſe from the other. And then the falſity will appear to 
any man that hath but read his Greek Grammar, and will 
apply it to this caſe , for that which they render I proteſt 
by your rejoycing , is in Greek 1 74 vunieys 19/5100, me tem h- 
meteran caucheſin, where the particle xe is rendered I proteſt 
by , for humeteran caucheſin is your rejoycing, Now my 
Greek Grammar (which is the common one, and Printed 
1629- and made I ſuppoſe long before G. F. was born,) 
faith that Mz ma,& ne are Adverbs of (wearing. And Sca- 
pala Lexicon ſaith, - is a particle of granting and affirming 
and with an oath. The Grammar gives for example ws, 
ita eſt per Jovem, So it by Jupiter. Neither may any one 
excuſe him by ſaying , that ne ſignifies by and not I proteſt, 
for ne being a particle that imports ſweaMng , and by is 
ſometimes uſed when there is no ſwearninꝑ, it ſeems to have 
been neceſlary for the Trantlators.to put in 1 mg „ Or 
ſome other word equivalent, or elſe they had not fully ex- 
preſſed the full Import of the Apoſtles words. But whether 
they have tranſlated well or ill, it's certain that ze is in the 
Text, which they have ſo tranſlated, and there fore it's falſe 
that there's nothing in the Text for, 7proteſt. This puts 
me in mind of what he ſaith p. 117. — is is no where —— 

| that 
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that the Apoſile ſwore : as if every one that (wears muſt ſay 
I ſwear by.God, or the like, or elſe he doth not ſwear : that 
would be a notable way to excuſe many thouſands of 
Oaths that are (worn by prophane men every day. Now 
I would not have you think that I can produce no more 
Inſtances of this mans failure in quoting Scripture, for I 
can more, and yet I ſuppoſe I have not — above half 
that Book whence I have collected theſe. For in truth 
it's a burthen to me to read ſo many Tautologies and Re- 
petitions, ſo much non · ſence and bad Engliſh, ſo many 
Contradictions and Abſurdities, &c. If you produce any 
man that has wrote a Book this 300 years, wherein you can 
find ſo many or half ſo many falſe quotations of Scripture 
as I have ſhewed you in G. FU Book, you will ſomewhat 
leſſen the wonder, and make it appear that he is not an un- 
parallel'd perverter of Scripture,bur ſtill one of the greateſt 
that the world ever ſaw. Surely thoſe that are ingenuous 
among you will bluſh when you read what I have written; 
for you are not concerned in him only as one of your par- 
ty,but as one and the chief one of your Miniſters & leaders, 
and not only ſo,but as in one that was of the firſt,if not the 
very firſt that came forth in your ſpirit & way,one of grea- 
teſt authority among you, ſo greatthat ſome of you are of- 
fended to behold itz one that writes in your behalf,and pro- 
ſeſſes to give anſwer ia this one Book to above one hundred 
Books and papers of your Adverſaries. So that his faults are 
in ſome degree imputable to you, eſpecially if being warned, 
you do not declare agaiũſt them, & diſown both him & them. 
Neither are theſe things that I object againſt him matters 


| whole proof and evidence co upon any curious argu- 


ments or even log cal Demonſtrations , but upon the De- 
monſtration of ſenſe; for the Queſtion is, How readeſt 
thou? Doth the Scripture, God, Chriſt, the Apoſtles and 
divinely inſpired writers ſay thoſe words, that G.F. charges 

them with ? If not, as I have ſhewed to your eyes they do 
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not, then I have proved what I undertook, viz. that G. Fox 
is not only, not infallible, but a falſe prophet , a liar or Im- 
poſtor, and that in matters which concern the moſt holy 
God and hit Son, and the holy Apoſtles and writers, If I 
have prov'd alſo to your eyes, that he paſſes ſevere cen- 
{ures upon others for far leſs crimes than himſelf is guilty 
of in the ſame kind 3 then ought ye to condemn him out of 
his own mouth. Moreover if according to your — 
(which forbids all ſwearing,) thoſe of you that affirm falſly 
are to be reputed as perjured perſons, then G. F. is highly 
liable to be ſo reputed. And if ye being now called as his 
Peers, and as it were a numerous Jury to try and judge the 
cauſe of G. F. whether he be guilty or not guilt of thoſe 
crimes which I have ſet before your eyes, it ye a ſay) (hall 
not find and declare him guilty , why ſhall not you alſo be 
accounted for perjured perſons ? The evidence is not only 
as clear, as that Twice two are four 3 (for G. F. has deny'd 
as plain a propoſition as that, namely, that twice one are 
not two, but all one, ) but as clear as that one Egg is not two 
Eggs, a Horſe not a Cow, or that I H E is not AND, &e. 
nd now that I have brought fuch undeniable evidence 
againſt him in obvious matters of fact, I will take the bold- 
neſs to tell you, thatit's manifelt alſo to any common un- 
derſtanding, that F. G. neither knows the meaning of the 
words he writes, nor oonſiders them; to ſuch a high con- 
ceit of himſelf is he arrived. Who that either knew or car d 
what he ſaid, would have given out for Scripture ſuch a 
plain abſurdity as that in the 9® Inſtance — by whom the 
wozld was made, befoze it was made? Suppoſe he had 
reference to that in Joh. 1.3. —and without him was not any 
thing made that mas made. Would any man but he have ren» 
dered it as he hath done > What Sottiſhneſs ? what pride 
and folly would not you impute to another that ſhould fo 
do? If he had known the meaning of the word infallible, 
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would he have ſaid How can they but delude people that are 
mot infallible e As if there were no difference between, To 
fail, and, To be not infallible. Who but he would have ſaid 
it was contrary to Chriſt's words , to ſay , Thay the Son of 
Mary, Cod man, is abſent from his Church? Who that knew 
what he (ſaid , would have urged , that Bunyan is deceived, 
who ſaid he | Chriſt | is dilling from the Saints. p. 16, and 
p. 293. that the Son is not diſtin from the Father? Who 
that knew the meaning of words would contend againſt . 
him that ſaid , The ſoul is not infinite in it ſelf, but a 
creature, and have aflerted that it is — infinite it ſelf, © © 
——inmortal and infinite. p. 29. and p. 68. Is not that | the 
SoufFof his being? and p.90. Irnot the ſoul without begin- 
wing coming from God, &c. and p. 273. — it is not horrid 
blaſphemy io ſay the ſoul is a part of God , for it came out of 
bim, Exc. Who that knew what he (aid, or whereof he at- 
firmed would have reaſuned thus, ( 325.) If the ſeed p 
of Iſrael le men, then by thy account the ſeed of Iſrael is 
the ſeed of the ſerpent , for they are men His Adver- 
ſary chargeth him that he profeſſed equality with God and 
he anſwers as if he did grant that ſome do witneſs equali- 
ty with God, only he did not ſay it of G. Fox. See p. 127. If 
he had known the ſence of the word carnal, would he have 
ſaid of the Bells, p. 30. If they be not carnal, then they are 
ſpiritual? Who but G. F. would have ſaid, It was contrary 
to the Apoſile's Doctrine to aſſert, The Enjoyment of immor - 
tality is not till they have put off the body? p. 40. And p. 5 5. he 
faith,--They that are not worſhipping bim Chriſt] in tbem, are 
worſhipping men, Devils or Angels, But he-never play's the 
Critick with greater glory than when he meets with the 
word hxmane (poken of Chriſts nature, for then he anſwers, 
where doth the Scripture ſpeak of humane, the word humane £ 
where is it written £ tell as that we may ſearch for it. Now 
we do not deny that Chriſt according to the fleſh was of 1 
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"ham; but not the word humane. And Chriſt's nature is not hu. 
mane, which is earthly, for that is the firſt Adam. And he is 
ſo pleaſed with this Criticiſm, that he has it over and over, 
again & again. O learned Obſervation/ and yet we find the 
word <9;64m& anthropinos (which all dur Lexicons and Di- 
| ctionaries tell us ſignifies in Latine buwarxs, humane, ) no 
leſs than Sevenzimes inthe Epiſtles of the New Teſtament, 
and once (James 3.7.) it is joyned with tor nature, humane 
nature , and 1 Cor. 2.4. it is rendered man's, which in- 
deed is the plain Engliſh of it, for bam an rather Latine. 
| What is then the byware nature of Chriſt, but the war's 
| nature of the man Chriſt Jeſus? And if Chriſt be indeed a 
man, muſt he not of neceſſity have the nature of a man, or a 
humane nature? Behold / This man never betrays his folly 
| more, than when he pretends moſt to learning. Thus you 
4 may {ee that your — from others is grounded much 
upon words and phraſes miſunderſtood. It G. F. had un- 
derſtood Greek, (as he highly pretends) or Latine , nay or 
good Engliſh, he would never have run into many of thoſe 
abſurdities he is guilty of. 
Now I ſhould conclude and leave what I have written 
| to your ſerious conſideration 3 and I doubt not but it will 
have a divers reception among you. For there are ſome” 
among you (as I hear) that are already griev'd at G. F. 
and thinks he takes too much upon him. The re are others, 
I perſwade my ſelf, that have ſo high an opinion of the Do- 
ctrine of the Light, your great Fundamental, and conceive 
they are ſo certain of that, and have found ſo much benefit 
thereby, that they are ready to ſay, Though an Angel 
| from heaven ſhould preach any other Doctrine than that 
, which G. F. has preached and they received, they could not 
ive ear to it. To ſuch I fay. Firſt, that the evidence I 1 
— brought of G. F. his failing and falſity is as clear and 
full as if I had brought miracles to confirm it 3 for — evi- 
nce 
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denceof miracles 2 upon the certainty of our ſacul 
ties and ſenſes, and ſuch certainty we have in this caſe, 
2% 1 appeal tothe light in every one of you, whether he is 
not guilty bimſelf, in a much higher degree, of ſuch things 
as he condemnes in others. 3*?, I deſire you, to conſider, 
— this principle of the light in euer man, which you ſo 
much boaſt in, is the principle of all Proteſtants , however 
you have entertain d it under new names, as that which you 
were not aware of before; and have extended it farther 
thanit will reach- x, That it is the pens prime 1 of all Prote- 
ſtants is evident from the diſſent from urch of Rome; 
the Church of x. 9 to be the meide guide of all 
men in matters of ion : No, ſays the Proteſtant, Eve- 
ry man is to judge — imſelf, to be ſatisfied in his own 
mind, to try t ea par whether they be of God, to prove 
all things aod faſtzhat which i good, od to pin 
his faith upog any manor Church's leeve. the 
may ſo do, God has (ſay they) endued — man kk ſuc 
a light of common and certain principles written in every 
mans heart, that if a prophet ſhould come and give them a 
— 1 ples, they 5 25 hea 
8 princi „ they t not to hear- 
ken to the words of that pr ber (8 
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tained in the law , theſe having not the law are 4 law unte 
themſelves, which ſhew the work of 1he law written in theiv 
hearts, their conſcience alſo bearing witneſs, and their thoughts 
the mean while or elſe excuſing one another. You utge 
Joh. 1.9. to prove it is a divine light, which Chriſt the true 
light hghteth' every man withall, chat cameth into the 
world. Is not the difference now between you and others 
about words and names? for whether God hath given it 
unto men by nature or not, it ĩs of God in reſpect of it's pro- 
ceeding from God ayd tending to him 3 for God is as truly 
the Author of the good gifts that come unto men by nature 
as of other giſts 3 and reaſon can there be, Whythat 
Mould not be ſaid to be natural, which agrees to every In- 
dividual of the fame kind, as you fay the light doth > far 
G. F. ſaith p. 20.4 blind man amd an Iofant if inlightned 
with rhe light of Chrift —and where there is lift is u Infant 
. there & bybt. And ATI fac the Goonle do by ne- 
ture, cc. und are a law to thewfelvec. Thus an eminent 

prea er ina great of hte upon that Text · * And 
* ſo far the ers are in the right, if they underſtand 
<«-therhſelyes, nd mean no more by it, 
hath a light within bim, than 


in him, lee 


ne, - k mT 
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ou extend t Doctrine ligne e Z 
Y you ought 3 for i iö not he caries 
| ver, as if every mant hat attend to the hght 
did certainly! know what is god, what evi, vight 
wrong in every caſe, ſur many are very 
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oven men do commonſy differ in their Judgment cons 
— — 8o we ſee that among the Saints at Rome, to 
whom Pas wrote, One (faith he) belfevrth that be may eat af 
things : another who is weak, eatedh herbs. One man eftcetseth 
one day above another : another efleemeth every day alike. 
Kos. 14. 2,5. And the Apoſitte not condemn them for 
Judglog thus drverſly , but teacherh them how to behave 
he es under this — And I appeal to the Con - 
ſcience of every one of you who has not enſlaved his Judge 
ment to the ent of your Miniſters and Elders, whe- 
ther in divers cates which come before you in your Judica- 
tories, you are not of another mind before” you hear the 
Judgment of thoſe your Elders, and ſometüßet afrerward 
_ ? and 3 ou 2 venly believe _—_ all caſes 
have by you, every particular perſon 
would Wees of the ſame mind being alone, uche $0- 
ciety was of in their determination > Nay do you notfortie- 
times find your (elves at the Judgtnent of men? 
and are you not forced ſometimes to ſet up the 
of a part or of the Elders, agaĩuſt the Judgment of another 
part of the people? IF you ate 3 then how is the lighe in 
every oge of you extended to every particulat eaſe? oft it 
Aae courrary to it (elf in this and that mut or number 
orden ? And where is the Infallibilmy you ſpeak ofit/ pars 
e wil peteatedthut the gin every 
am aded you wi ve that the light in ev 
ma 1 in thoſe whoſe Jimny e bed 560. | 
alefled with falſe nations, (as matry of you have been be- 
fore you wete Quakers Moch not teach him all things what · 
ſoever, but all things that are neceſſary for him to know 
in ordet to a holy truſt in Cod, and ſincere obedience in the 
general courſe. of his life; Befides, Doth '616 rk pon 
every mat teach him-ro make pſe of ſueli helps and aſſi- 
ſtances, as God has afforded him ho not the _ 
2 e 
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ſtle Pau ay —— whatſoever things were written aforetime, © 
were written for ar learning, that we. throughpatience and 
comfort of the Scriptures might have hope * Rom-15-4. And 
the Apoſtle John — Theſe | things | are written that ye 
wight believe that Jeſws is the Chriſt , the Son of God, and 
' that, believing. ye might bave liſe through his name, Joh..20. 
1, Now ſuppoſing the light; in every man would teach 
him every paxticular thinꝑ, it is always to be undetſtood, 
if he be obedient to what he knows and diligent in the uſe 
of thoſe means God has afforded him, of which we find the 
holy Scriptures are very great means: and perhaps he has 
been negligent inthe ule of theſe; indeed who can think 
any leſs of you, who have ſuffered a Book to be ſet cut ĩa 
your names about 12 years agoe, wherein J have ſhewed 
you about fifty falſe quotations, (not only ſalſe Interpreta- 
tions or Meanings) beſides non-ſence and other faults, and 
yet Iam apt to think, that ſcarce one in 500 of you that 
have read that Book, have obſerved any ſuch falfities- And 
muſt we believe that God will ſtill give you a light actually 
teaching you all things whatever , how negligent ſoever 
you have been ar are in the following of that he hath given 
you ?.'Muſt God be bound with his divine light and la i- 
ration to ſupply. the deſetcts of your Idlenels and płide? 
For when other men count it great mercy: and favour in- 
God, that he is pleaſed through the vileſt means that may 
be, and through their carneſt Study and diligence to grant 
them the knowledge of his will, inlightning their minds by 
his holy Spirit 3 you muſt have it, like the Angels that al- 
ways behold his face, by immediate Revelation, and with- / 
out labour and Induſtry. 
So now my friends , I deny not that there is a light in 


every zhich he is obliged under pain of the diſplea- 

- (ure of the Almighty diligently to eye and follow ; that fo 

doing it willicad him des into all neceſſary gn 
*. * - 
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and at length to eternal liſe. I deny not but ſome of you 
have received and done much good by following this light? 
but I muſt ſay again, and that with great ſorrow of heart, 
that your preachers , eſpecially G. F. have greatly miſta- 
ken both the Teachings vf and the Obedience to the Lights 
that your zeal has been in great part, not according to 

knowledge 3 that you Jay,great ſnares. iu your own way, 
by binding your (elves — things, to which God hath 
not bound you; that in ſtead of worſhipping Ged 4 Ipilit 
and truth, you require the obſervation of ceremonies, 


things in themſelves neither god vor evil z ſuch are your 
not putting off the bat in Salutations , not ſaying you but 


thou to a ſingle perſon , not calling him Maſter that is a 
Maſter, and — like, which your negative precepts no man 
in the world is one jot the better ſor, & you are the worſe. 
But above all, your allegorical way of interpreting Scri- 
ture tends utterly to make it void and of no uſe, and con- 
—— to thy ruine and overthrow, of all Chriſtian Re- 
ligion. led * 
Now I doubt not but there will be faund among you 
more then one Solomon Eccles , whole blood will boile 
within, him and ſtir him up to the 1 of this great 
Prophet & I can eaſily perſwade my ſelf that there is ſcarce 


ahne, oſ you , that m leaſt has at any time wrote an 
ing your cauſe, but he or ſhe will think him or herſelf 


as ſoon they read the Title-page, able to give a confuting 
anſwer to all that can be ſaid againſt ſo worthy a perſon-but 
I ſhould think that as none of you is ſo able, ſo none ſhould 
be more provoked to defend him than your late Apologilt 
William Pen, who from Jenner i relation did obſerve, that 
the only blaſphemy was againſt G. Fox , in ſpeaking ty of 
the Lord's ſervant. (p. 170. of that Apol,) If he be moved 
to ingage in it, I only beg of him that he would firſt be ſa- 
tisſied in his own conſcience and light concerning that un- 
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bg: andif he can do that, I ſhall ever after have 4 
beer opaion of the Popiſh writers that ingage in defence 
o %% 

Here I eaſily ſoreſee, one ſubſtantial Objection againſt 
me and Defence of George will be, that I was aſhamed of 
my name, anddurſt not ſubſcribe it to 2 Now 
Iam almoſt ready to- grant the laſt of the Objection, 
— have ſome fear upon me on that account, and my 

for ic are ſuch as theſe 1. There are ſome of your 


| _ writers, that make it a great part of their anſwers to Books, 


the reproaching of the „A they are very Rhetori- 
Ae point, and tiuly 1 22 . 
fwer, and am not willi put into re hands an occa- 
fion 1 one. If you had my name, then it 
muſt be ered what party I am of, whether an Epiſ- 
of » Prechyterian , Independent , &c. and accordingly 
all that is odious or ſo reputed either in the Doctrine or 
ptactice ofthe whole party or any particular perſon there- 
of muſt all be raked up — me, and ſerve for a very 
1 Anſwer.Or it I chance to,be an old man of 
ty fix, like your Adverſary Jenner; that would help, (as 
it doth again a) fo render me doting at every turn, and 
be matter for a g l i pence A A 
Or i T have been a Brafier het re, N 
world muſt be made to know what a — mean fellow I 
am, and muſt be told my name wich Tinker or Tayler-at 
the end on t. [Sec the Apol. p. 2.7 But if all this will not be 
ouph, you have a way that will ſerve you eſſettuaſſy to 
ice any man living, ſo far as it is in your power; and 
that is by winks G. n bitebead againſt Mr. Danſon 
8 Chriſt, p. 49.) that he was given to Gattiing, 
Bo Nine · pin) any crime whatſoever ; and when 
_ theluggeſtion is proved ro be falſe, if ir ſo fall out unhap- 
 » pilygyouttay come off as he, by faying, you did be — 
1 whecher 
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whether it was ſo or no; you did not poſitively affirm it. 
Will theſe things incpurage any man to put his.name into 
your hands, that can keep it out? Judge yee ! Beſides, 
I know not what diſadvantage it will be toyou , not to 
know my name, for what I have written will be as true 
without it as with it. I .confeſs that perhaps you will loſe 
ſome of that ſweetneſs of Revenge you would take in lu- 
ſtily beſpattering me; and that I am not willing to gratify 
you with. I thank God through Jeſus Chriſt I have a f 
teſtimony in my own Conſcience both touching the cauſes 
and Inducements of my preſent writing , vis, my hearty 
love and affection to Truth and your perſons, (for whom 
I have long time dayly prayed God who is light, to lead 

ou into the true light, and the acknowledgment of the 

8 which was hid from Ages and Generations: ) and 
allo touching my faithfulneſs and Integrity. in the colle- 
ctions and Citations and Obſervations I have made: ſo that 
whoever of you have a true diſcerning of ſpirits, which you 
lay ſo great a claim to, Tam ſure ye muſt juſtify me in 
whee I have done, and receive it as that which I was 
moved to, in the general, by the light of God and Chriſt in 
my heart. But however you receive it or judge oſit, he 
that juſtifieth me is the Lord, to whom I commit my. ſelf 


and it, ſtill praying for you, for L am 
Tour afſectionate Friend. 
L 
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